Records Committee, Iowa Ornithologists’ Union Printed: 08/05/93

Ferruginous Hawk Record Number: 89-05
17 Jan 1989 Classification: NA
Benton Township, Fremont Co. Co., IA

*Silcock

IBL 59:51, 61:84

DOCUMENTATION

Ross Silcock
REFERENCES

Field Reports: IBL 59:51

Records Committee: IBL 61:85
VOTE: 5 A-D, 1 NA, 1 abstain

A-D. The analysis is convincing.

A-D. I am voting to accept this report based on the
preponderance of the evidence, and despite what could be a fatal
flaw in the documentation. The flaw involves the sketch of the
bird, showing the configuration of the wing’s windows. In
Ferruginous, these should be roughly perpendicular to the body,
not parallel as shown in the sketch. The observer’s written
description appears more consistent with Ferruginous. Is this
just a case of bad art? The balance of the description was
thorough, and strongly supported Ferruginous. The observer tended
to rely heavily upon after-the-fact research, but based
conclusions generally on notes made in the field.

A-D. For 1) Dark tail band with no white after 2) Jizz 3)
Triangular upper white marks 4) No dark patagial marks 5)
observed for 15 min. Against 1) Underside not seen good enough to
see leg markings. Excellent documentation with the kind of field
marks I want to see when I mark a Ferruginous for Iowa.

A-D. Very thorough description of imm. Ferruginous. Key field
marks seen well and seem to eliminate other raptors.

NA. This is a difficult bird to evaluate. I would not identify
hawks by shape, behavior or habitat, except at a hawk watch or
within the normal range. Flight patterns call attention to the
possibility of the bird being unusual, but morphologic
confirmation is essential for an unusual raptor. That
unmentionable four-letter word means to me, "I can’t describe
this feature, so you’ll have to take my word for it." The
observer does not spell out how well he saw the bird, but it does
not sound like it was seen too well: no distance given, 15
minutes while chasing in car, underparts not seen well. I believe
that the best fit for this description is Rough-legged Hawk based
on the following: (1) Upperwing--not splotchy, white patch, dark
outer primaries fits immature Ferruginous or Rough-leg. On 2
April 1989, I saw a rough-leg with white patches similar to
Silcock’s sketch (i.e., three points of light). Dunne shows white
patches in both immature and adult rough-legs (p 43), while
Clarke says that adults don’t show this mark. (2) Tail--white
with termial 1/5 dark brown. Immature Ferruginous said to be
gray-brown with basal third white and silvery below. Rough-leg
has wide dusky terminal band (also from below). (3) Head--even
pale brown. Ferruginous appears light headed with dark cap and
eyeline. Rough-leg is creamy with borwn streaking and dark
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eyeline. (4) Body and underwing--dark upper belly extending to
underwing. Immature Ferruginous has clear white underwing with
dark wrist comma (Clark) and Dunne illustrates same for immature
(C on page 48). If the underwing coverts were dark like a Prairie
Falcon, the patagial mark could not be evaluated. An immature
rough-leg should have a dark belly and dark wrist mark with
lighter coverts, but a male rough-leg has a less dark belly and
wrist and darker coverts as in the bird described. I think the
best fit is an adult or subadult male Rough-legged Hawk. It is
not an adult Ferruginous. An immature Ferruginous should appear
white below, light-headed, and not have a definite tail band. The
lack of prominent wrist marks could be due to the bird being a
male and poor viewing of underparts.

A-D. I was impressed with the details given for this
observation.

REVOTE: 3 A-D, 3 NA, 1 abstain

NA. Many features are very, very suggestive of Ferruginous and
I voted AD the first time around because it sounded very
reasonable. A closer second study gives me some doubt, hence a
change in vote. Under Elimination of Similar Species,
Rough-legged Hawk is firmly eliminated by two characters: absence
of characteristic Rough-leg underwing pattern and method of
hunting. As the first round NA voter commented, a behavior like
this can certainly help pick out a bird to look at but is not
diagnostic by itself. Regarding the underwing pattern, observer
pointed out several times that underside was not seen well. This
is a great opportunity for research and discussion, but if there
is room for doubt, we can’t accept it.

NA. With reluctance, I must agree with the dissenting vote
that Rough-legged Hawk is not unequivocally eliminated. In
addition to the plumage similarities noted, the Rough-leg could
exhibit all the behavior characterists noted in this bird.

A-D. NA discounts jizz or behavior characteristics such as low
flight. This is information observed and should always be
reported, and in this case supports ID. NA ignors the report of
no white-tipped tail which eliminates Rough-legged Hawk. NA also
analyzes that the patagial mark could not be evaluated becasue of
dark underwing coverts. This counterdicts the documentor’s report
of light off-white underwings with lower breast mottling.

A-D. Excellent description of Ferruginous Hawk. Contrary to
the NA, I would say that shape, behavior, and habitat can be very
useful when combined with other field marks, as in the case of
this record.

NA. Discuss at meeting. See my previous analysis.

A-D. I don’t know how else you would go about identifying
hawks than by some reference to shape and behavior. A brownish
distal band was mentioned not terminal 1/5 dark brown. As
described light-even pale brown could be light headed compared to
rest of body (not mentioned). I do believe Rough-leg is
adequately eliminated.

Abstain. I suppose I abstain. However, I want to comment on
the NA. This NA is perceptive in that it notes the difficulty of
separating imm Ferrug Hk from some plumages of Rough-legged Hawk.
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However, I believe there are flaws in the analysis. First, while
I don’t like the word ’jizz’ (’gestault’ is better) all birders
use it to ID birds (Rock Doves flying over? woodpeckers in
flight? etc). The bird was well seen, except for the
underparts--I would tend to not accept or deny the ID based on
underparts characters, except for lack of patagial mark, which I
carefully looked for and did not find. "Morphologic analysis" has
problems = tail = fits imm ferrug, not rough-leg. Latter shows
50% or more of tail dark. Head = imm Ferrug has brown,
even-colored head, similar to Rough-leg, but more featureless.
The darker coloration I saw was not extensive, did not obscure
the forepart of the underwing (patagial area clear). As I stated
in my doc, I believe the darker area was a carryover of juv or
imm plge. There was little or no dark coloration on underbody,
which rules out most roughlegs I believe.

SENT TO: Ross Silcock [on committee]
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